1 If the Proterozoic basins are all post-Eparchaean, why designate them as -Meso-Neoproterozoic -1.1 -0.7 Ga Gap -~0.5Ga -Palaeo-Mesoproterozoic~1.9-1.6 Ga with the misleading and superfluous prefixes Meso-, Neo and Palaeo-Meso? Would it no be adequate and simpler to designate them only as upper Proterozoic and lower Proterozoic ? The illustrations should have included separate maps showing the outlines of the Palaeo-Mesoproterozoic and Meso-Neoproterozoic areas. 2 The outlines of basins, massifs, cratons, etc shown in the maps are only the present outcrops and do not take into account their individual historic spreads and developments without their later covers, and therefore fail to bring unity and continuity among the adjacent and successive basins. 3 The author pre-supposes that the outlines of original sedimentation basins were entirely governed and created by fold belts and hence were separate entities. This overlooks the obvious continuity or inheritance/succession of the basins which occupy more or less the same areas of the sub-continent with changing or reducing outlines. The likely presence of the basins under the so-called Deccan Syneclise, the Gangetic Plains and beyond into Himalaya region are totally ignored and the picture remains incomplete.
4 The known equivalence of Delhis with Cuddapahs is also ignored. 5 I believe that gravity lows and highs are only additional descriptive features of the present basins and belts and in no way reflect on the evolutionary developments which preceded their present patterns.
D.C. Mishra, NGRI, Hyderabad replies:
I am thankful to Mr. Nadigar for his interest in this paper. Pointwise replies are as follows: 1 Meso-Neoproterozoic and Palaeo-Mesoproterozoic classifications are modern time nomenclature and range of actual dates are much closely defined compared to upper and lower Proterozoic. The two types of basins are interlinked and it is difficult to seperare them in illustrations. 2 We had to start from present day out lines of basins and cratons and visualize their spread in the past. 3 The theme of this paper is that the Proterozoic basins and fold belts are interlinked We have not considered them as separate entities. We have considered mainly the Proterozoic basins of Peninsular shield and therefore Ganga basin and other basins of Himalaya are not considered. 4 We have not discussed the Delhi Supergroup of rocks. In Cuddapah basin, we have considered two groups -Cuddapah and Kurnool Supergroup of rocks. 5 Gravity anomalies when combined with geodynamics can be successfully used for deciphering the evolutionary process. They are best data set for reflecting subsurface mafic/felsic intrusives due to their high/low density for which they have been used in the present paper.
